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, The MAILING DATE of this comm unication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 

Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 

THF MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

E^ionsoftime^ ,n no event, however, may a reply be t,me.y filed 

after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing ?**^*™™^" a rep|y witnin tne statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- if the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30 ^J^^^Z^ expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communicat.on. 

- ,f NO period for reply ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )K| Responsive to communication(s) filed on 31 March 2004. 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)EI This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the mer.ts is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayie, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) g| Claim(s) 13-20 is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) !3 Claim(s) 13-20 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim (s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) Q The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)Q accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

^2M Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)IEl All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .E3 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statements) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Maii Date. . 

5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

6) □ Other: . 



U S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 061204 



Application/Control Number: 10/035,768 Fa 8 e 1 

Art Unit: 1711 

1 . Claims 1 3-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Firstly, despite applicants' response, the position is maintained that the language, "at least 
one type of structural units (b) and (c) within lines 3 and 4 of claim 13, is confusing, 
because the language can be interpreted as requiring the presence of both of the structural units. 
The position is maintained that if at least one of each unit is not required, then the units should be 
specified in the alternative. It is not seen that the amendment changing "member" to "type" has 
clarified the issue. 

Secondly, the use of the word, "type", renders the claims indefinite, because it so extends 
the scope of the definition of the units, that they are rendered indefinite. Since the word, "type", 
is normally associated with a group or genus of items having one or more common features, the 
use of the word within the claims raises the issue as to whether the units are limited to those 
precisely corresponding to (b) and (c) or to units that are merely represented by (b) and (c), such 
as units having the hydrogen atoms substituted with other groups. 

Lastly, the structure of the compounds encompassed by the claim language is unclear, 
because it is unclear if the polyethercarbonate diol, as claimed, may have or is required to have 
repeating carbonate units. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Rabon Sergent at 
telephone number (571) 272-1079. 



R. Sergent 
June 13,2004 
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